it looks great. If you look at all renewables, it looks less great. "
Energy research, including work on fossil fuels, would decline overall under the president's budget, says Koizumi. He adds that there is no money set aside for later years for the energy initiative.
Reaction elsewhere has been mixed. Solar enthusiasts are pleased with a budget increase for work on photovoltaic cells. Noah Kaye, spokesman for the Solar Energy Industries Association, called it "a key victory for a growing hightech industry in the United States", but went on to call for production incentives such as tax breaks.
Proponents of wind energy sang the same tune, only with less enthusiasm. Their research boost is just 13% to $44 million.
The president's call for increased funding got a mixed reception from environmentalists. The funds just aren't enough, they say, and are too focused on research. "We need other policies including technology incentives, or caps on emissions, " says Andrew Aulisi, a senior associate at the Washington-based World Resources Institute. "You need lots of different policies to get a handle on the climate and energy crisis. Even within R&D, the numbers are not that good. "
To make matters worse, analysts point out that a large part of the increased money is likely to be taken up by earmarks, in which legislators appoint money to projects in their home states. For example, the NREL has blamed the lay-offs on the large number of earmarks in the 2006 budget, which it says left it with a $28-million deficit in operating costs.
Earmarks are rare at agencies such as the National Institutes of Health and the National Science Foundation. But they made up 21% of the energy research and development budget last year, which is the highest ever, according to Koizumi. "The energy department has earmarks that they have no choice but to fund, " adds George Douglas, a spokesman for the NREL. "It is taking away money that could be used in this type of research. "
Most scientists would favour peer review as a way of distributing the energy department's research funds, says Marchant Wentworth, legislative representative for clean energy at the Union of Concerned Scientists. "In the short term it does no good to have an on-again, off-again programme. "
